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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-19 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-7, 9-13, 15-16 and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Soga (U.S. patent 6,476,938) 

Regarding claim 1 Saga discloses: A method for operating a printer, comprising: 
writing a document to a file (note column 4 lines 28-31 where the printer or print server 
10 processes the document or in this case the print data from the host and generates 
one or more pages which would be the file to be sent to the printer) translating the file 
(note Abstract also note Fig. 6, column 7 lines 12-16 where the conversion module 118 
converts the data sent from the data entry module 116 into PDL data) using a procedure 
into a sequence of commands for a page description language (note again column 7 
lines 10-16 where the conversion module 118 converts the data to the PDL data using 
the procedure of the conversion module 1 18 of Fig. 6) and sending the page description 
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language commands to a page description language interpreter (note column 7 lines 
15-17 where the data which was translated to the PDL data is send to the PDL 
interpreter 1 10 of Fig. 6). 

Regarding claim 2 Soga discloses: A method as recited in claim 1, additionally 
comprising receiving an error message in response to an unrecognized command in the 
document (note column 6, lines 9-33 where the error message is was created and sent). 
Regarding claim 4, 9 and 12 Soga discloses: A method as recited in claim 1 , wherein 
the procedure is written in the page description language (note column 4 lines 42-54). 
Regarding claim 5, 10 and 15 Soga discloses: A method as recited in claim 4, wherein 
the page description language is PostScript (note Fig. 3, column 5 lines 66-67 and 
column 6 lines 1-8). 

Regarding claim 6 and 19 Soga discloses: A method as recited in claim 1, additionally 
comprising obtaining, over a network, files referenced by the file (note Fig. 1 , column 4 
lines 18-34). 

Regarding claim 7, 11, 13 and 16 Soga discloses: A method for printing a document 
using a printer having an interpreter supported by a page description language (note 
Fig.1 , item 1 10 the printer PDL interpreter, column 4 lines 35-54) comprising: calling an 
error handler in response to an unrecognized command in the document (note Figs, 1, 
Item 1 12 the parser", column 6 lines 6-8 where the parser 1 12 is called to investigate 
the errors) writing statements prior to the unrecognized statement to a file (note column 
4 lines 21-23 where the edited software program is witting the document data to the file) 
writing a data stream comprising the unrecognized statement and subsequent 
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statements in the document to the file (note Fig. 3, column 6 lines 9-33, where the error 
was detected by parser 112 and fixed) translating the file into a sequence of page 
description language commands (note Abstract also note Fig. 6, column 7 lines 12-16 
where the conversion module 118 converts the data sent from the data entry module 
116 into PDL data, and note again column 7 lines 10-16 where the conversion module 
118 converts the data to the PDL data using the procedure of the conversion module 
1 18 of Fig. 6) and sending the page description language commands to the interpreter 
(note column 7 lines 15-17 where the data which was translated to the PDL data is send 
to the PDL interpreter 1 10 of Fig. 6). 

Regarding claim 18 Soga discloses: A page description language as recited in claim 
16, wherein an error handler (Fig.1 item 1 12 the parser) is written in the page 
description language (note column 5 lines 66-67 and column 6 lines 1-8). 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim3, 8, 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Soga (U.S. patent 6,476,938) in view of Simchik et al (U.S. patent 6,856,415) 
Regarding claim 3, 8, 14 and 17 Soga does not clearly teach: A method as recited in 
claim 1 , wherein the document is of a type selected from a group of documents 
comprising a PDF document and an HTML document. On the other hand Simchik et al 
disclose: A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the document is of a type selected 
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from a group of documents comprising a PDF document and an HTML document (note 
Fig.3, column 6 lines 39-50 where the HTML file is translated to the PDL file). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the time of 
the invention to modify Soga's invention according to the teaching of Simchik et al, 
where Simchik et al teach the way other formatted data such as HTML or PDF are 
translated though the interpreter or in this case the translator, to the PDL data as to be 
able to manipulate the files into the format or editing and printing as stated on column 6 
lines 19-22. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The term "using a procedure" is indefinite. 

Contact Information 

> Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saeid Ebrahimi-Dehkordy whose telephone number 
is (571)272-7462 . 

The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 
5:30 p.m. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kimberly Williams, can be reached at (571) 272-7471. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
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Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Or faxed to: 

(571 ) 273-8300, (for formal communications; please mark 
"EXPEDITED PROCEDURE") 

Or: 

(703) 306-5406 (for informal or draft communications, please label 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to Knox building on 501 Dulany 
Street, Alexandria, VA. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4750. 



Saeid Ebrahimi-Dehkordy 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 2626 



